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Deputy State Appellate Public Defender
I.S.B. #6406
322 E. Front Street, Suite 570
Boise, Idaho 83702
Phone: (208) 334-2712
Fax: (208) 334-2985
IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF IDAHO
STATE OF IDAHO,

)
)
Plaintiff-Respondent,
)
)
v.
)
)
JERIMEE RYAN SEAMANS,
)
)
Defendant-Appellant.
)
___________________________)

NO. 44390
ADA COUNTY NO. CR-FE-2016-3575

APPELLANT'S BRIEF

STATEMENT OF THE CASE

Nature of the Case
Jerimee Ryan Seamans appeals from his judgment of conviction for grand theft.
Mr. Seamans pleaded guilty and the district court imposed a unified sentence of twelve
years, with three years fixed. Mr. Seamans appeals, and he asserts that the district
court abused its discretion by imposing an excessive sentence.
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Statement of the Facts & Course of Proceedings
On March 20, 2016, officers responded to a diner on Overland Road in Boise for
a reported aggravated battery.

(Presentence Investigation Materials, p.11.)1

The

alleged victim, Peaches Barker, reported that her vehicle had been stolen.
(Presentence

Investigation

Materials,

p.11.)

She

received

information

from

Mr. Seamans’s mother that Mr. Seamans was likely in the area with the stolen vehicle.
(Presentence Investigation Materials, p.11.) When Ms. Barker found Mr. Seamans, she
confronted him; Mr. Seamans accelerated out of the parking lot while Ms. Barker clung
to the side of the vehicle. (Presentence Investigation Materials, p.11.) Ms. Barker was
eventually transported to St. Alphonsus Regional Medical Center for her injuries and
Ms. Seamans was later found with the vehicle in Garden City.

(Presentence

Investigation Materials, p.11.)
Mr. Seamans was charged with aggravated assault and three counts of grand
theft. (R., p.51.) The grand theft charges concerned the vehicle and two financial
transaction cards. (R. p.52.) Mr. Seamans pleaded guilty to one count of grand theft
and the remaining charges were dismissed. (R., p.55.) The district court imposed a
unified sentence of twelve years, with three years fixed.

(R., p.57.) Mr. Seamans

appealed. (R. p.62.) He asserts that the district court abused its discretion by imposing
an excessive sentence.

1

A presentence investigation report was not prepared for this case, but materials
regarding the incident were submitted to the court by the State. Citations to these
materials are to the 157-page electronic document.
2

ISSUE
Did the district court abuse its discretion when it imposed a unified sentence of twelve
years, with three years fixed, upon Mr. Seamans following his plea of guilty to grand
theft?

ARGUMENT
The District Court Abused Its Discretion When It Imposed A Unified Sentence Of Twelve
Years, With Three Years Fixed, Upon Mr. Seamans Following His Plea Of Guilty To
Grand Theft
Mr. Seamans asserts that, given any view of the facts, his unified sentence of
twelve years, with three years fixed, is excessive. Where a defendant contends that the
sentencing court imposed an excessively harsh sentence, the appellate court will
conduct an independent review of the record giving consideration to the nature of the
offense, the character of the offender, and the protection of the public interest. See
State v. Reinke, 103 Idaho 771 (Ct. App. 1982).
The Idaho Supreme Court has held that, “‘[w]here a sentence is within statutory
limits, an appellant has the burden of showing a clear abuse of discretion on the part of
the court imposing the sentence.’”

State v. Jackson, 130 Idaho 293, 294 (1997)

(quoting State v. Cotton, 100 Idaho 573, 577 (1979)). Mr. Seamans does not allege that
his sentence exceeds the statutory maximum. Accordingly, in order to show an abuse
of discretion, Mr. Seamans must show that in light of the governing criteria, the
sentence was excessive considering any view of the facts.

Id. (citing State v.

Broadhead, 120 Idaho 141, 145 (1991), overruled on other grounds by State v. Brown,
121 Idaho 385 (1992)). The governing criteria or objectives of criminal punishment are:
(1) protection of society; (2) deterrence of the individual and the public generally; (3) the
possibility of rehabilitation; and (4) punishment or retribution for wrongdoing. Id. (quoting
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State v. Wolfe, 99 Idaho 382, 384 (1978), overruled on other grounds by State v.
Coassolo, 136 Idaho 138 (2001)).
Mr. Seamans addressed the district court at the sentencing hearing. He stated,
“I just want to say I’m sorry to the victim, I was off my meds and not doing good at all.
And I apologize to the Court and everybody in here. I will take full satisfaction of the
plea deal that you give me and will complete it and I will do well afterwards. Thank
you.” (Sent. Tr., p.11, Ls.10-16.) Counsel stated, “Mr. Seamans has been in trouble
since he was 15 years old. He’s only 25 as he sits here today. He, like a lot of people
who have mental illness and use drugs or abuse drugs, he was also the child of an
addict, and he is probably second third generation addict.” (Sent. Tr., p.8, Ls.18-23.)
Counsel noted that Mr. Seamans noted that Mr. Seamans suffered from a
schizoaffective disorder and had a borderline IQ. (Sent. Tr., p.8, Ls.24-25.) Counsel
noted that, while in the past, Mr. Seamans had a problem staying on his medication, but
“I think that when he is in custody for the most part he does do well. I believe that he
will take advantage of the programs that are available in the penitentiary setting.” (Sent.
Tr., p.9, Ls.16-23.) However, counsel emphasized that a twelve-year sentence was not
necessary to accomplish this and requested a sentence of ten years, with two years
fixed. (Sent. Tr., p.9, Ls.24-25.)
Regarding his mental health, Mr. Seamans had past diagnoses of anxiety,
depression, bipolar disorder, and schizoaffective disorder. (PSI, CR-FE-2015-13833,
p.14.)2 He had psychiatric hospitalizations during his adolescence and had received

2

While the district court did not order a new PSI, it stated at the sentencing hearing that
it had “reviewed the old PSI.” (Sent. Tr., p.5, Ls.20-23.) At the entry of plea hearing,
counsel for Mr. Seamans noted that Mr. Seamans had completed a PSI within the last
4

services through Human Supports, to include “medication management and
psychosocial

rehabilitation

services

that addressed

his

money

management,

educational needs, and social skills development.” (PSI, CR-FE-2015-13833, p.14.)
Mr. Seamans believed that he would benefit from counseling and stated, “I need to
make some things right with myself, get the past off my chest. I feel my depression and
anxiety and bipolar has gone up extremely high.” (PSI, CR-FE-2015-13833, p.15.) He
believed that he needed help more than incarceration.
With regard to substance abuse, Mr. Seamans attributed his drug use to
“jealously” and explained that he saw his mother use drugs and believed she loved
drugs more than she loved him. (PSI, CR-FE-2015-13833, pp.15-16.) He stated that
he used drugs to feel normal. (PSI, CR-FE-2015-13833, p.16.) However, he realized
that he had a problem and that “taking one day at a time will help me tremendously.”
(PSI, CR-FE-2015-13833, p.16.) Some of his goals were “to be sober for myself and
the ones who love me; hold a job and get a home.” (PSI, CR-FE-2015-13833, p.17.)
In light of his remorse, his recognition of his substance abuse problem, and the
fact that he understood that he had mental health issues that required medication,
Mr. Seamans submits that the district court abused its discretion by imposing a
sentence of twelve years, with three years fixed.

six months and requested that this PSI be provided to the counsel and the parties for
sentencing in the instant case. (Entry of Plea Tr., p.18, Ls.15-21.)
5

CONCLUSION
Mr. Seamans respectfully requests that this Court reduce his sentence as it
deems appropriate. Alternatively, he requests that his case be remanded to the district
court for a new sentencing hearing.
DATED this 10th day of March, 2017.

___________/s/______________
JUSTIN M. CURTIS
Deputy State Appellate Public Defender
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